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~ Tuesday, March 9, 1999
To: The Sacramento River Advisory Council

From: David Gallo and Ron Adams

. The Research Foundation at California State University, Chico is proposing to
¢fido a study measuring the economic impacts of the creation of the Sacramento
=River Conservation Area (SRCA). The proposal is for a case study of the

& effects on Glenn County. The Foundation is applying for funding from

CALFED for the 1999 -2000 year. It is expected that, if the proposal is accepted,
-work will begin in the fall, 1999 and be completed within a year. The
p0531b111ty of additional funding from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS}) is also being investigated. If that funding is obtained for the
summer of 1999, data collecﬂon could begin in ]une 1999 and preliminary
results for the economic cost portion of the study would be available by the
end of January 2000.

A study, more limited in scope, was funded by the USFWS for the 1998-1999
year. The study, nearing completion, measures the impact of past land
acquisitions in the SRCA on Glenn County’s property tax revenues.

The CALFED proposal is for a comprehensive study of the economic impacts

- that would result from completion of the SRCA meander belt, including land
acquisition and habitat restoration. The proposed study will focus on costs
and will include:

‘s The changes in property tax and special district revenues that would result
from further land acquisitions by USFWS and the State Wildlife -
Conservation Board in the SRCA. The methodology used in the USFWS
funded study will be applied to all property targeted for acquisition in the
portion of the proposed meander belt located in Glenn County.

¢ The changes in agricultural output and employment that would result
from land acquisition and habitat restoration within the proposed
meander belt. The estimated impacts will include indirect effects on input
suppliers, processors of raw agricultural products, and County revenues.
The analysis will be done using an input-output model. Data on '
agricultural output would be gathered from the CSU, Chico Geographical
Information System and the USDA Census of Agriculture.



s Assess the local and regional economic benefits of the creation of the

' SRCA. In order to quantify the benefits, a more comprehensive study,
including extensive fieldwork, would be necessary. However studies have -
been done for other areas measuring recreational benefits, the value of
enhanced wildlife populations, increased local spending by anglers and
other visitors, and the water quality benefits of creating a buffer zone to
absorb the runoff from agricultural operations. While the results of these
studies cannot be used directly to measure the benefits of creating the
SRCA, they are indicative of the types and significance of benefits that can
be expected.

As part of the proposal preparation process CALFED requires notification of
interested organizations including local government entities, environmental
- groups, and landowner organizations. CALFED also requests  that we solicit -
information from the various groups notified, indicating their support for, or
- opposition to the project. Letters indicating your group’s position on the need
for the study described in this letter must be received by April 10, 1999. The
due date for proposal submissions is April 16, 1999. Letters can be sent to:

Environmental Resource Program
- Research Foimdation

CSU, Chico, Kendall Rm. 111
Chico, CA 95929-0870

Many of those receiving this letter were previously aware of the Foundation's
intent to submit a proposal for a study of similar design. The Technical
Adwsory Committee; formed in the spring of 1998, reviewed a proposal for a
similar comprehensive economic impact analysis using Glenn County as a
case study. The Committee was supportive of the need for such an analysis
during the April and June meetings. It is our hope that those receiving this
letter will express their support in writing to CALFED.

Sm?ely,



March 9, 1929

To: Technical Advisory Committee
From: David Gallo and Ronald Adams
RE: Rough draft of the Glenn County property tax study

We are enclosing a rough draft of the study, funded by the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, on the property tax revenue impacts of State and Federal land
acquisitions in the Sacramento River Conservation Area. While the presentation
is rather sketchy at this point and the conclusions are tentative, we felt that it
was a good time to submit what we have done to the Committee for comment.
Any comments about omissions, language, clarity (or iack thereof} of the
presentation on the model's structure, appropriateness of assumptions used in
the model, or other aspects of the preliminary draft would be appreciated.

Where possible your comments will be incorporated into the final draft.

We would like to schedule a mesting with the Committee to discuss the draft and
proposed changes. A location in Willows would probably be convenient for the
majority of Committee members. In order to complete the study as soon as
possible we would prefer a meeting date during the week of March 22-26. That
would give us enough time to refine the mode! results. Hopefully, it would also
give the Committee members sufficient time to submit comments on the draft
dotument.

Comments may be submitted by mail to:

David Gallo

Department of Economics
CSuC

Chico, CA 85929-0430

Or, emailed to:

DEGaIIo@rhesquite.csuchico.edu

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

+ John Benoit- Director of Resource Planning and Development for Glenn
County

e Denny Bungarz- Member of the Glenn County Board of Supervisors, District
4 .
Burt Bundy- Chair of the SB1086 Committee
Ramon Vega-~ U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Vincent Minto- Glenn County Assessor



« The Nature Conservancy
- John Merz- Sacramento River Preservation Trust
¢ John Carion- Sacramento River Partners
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Introduction

The purpose of this study is examine the impacts on local property tax revenues
of Federal and State land acquisitions along the Sacramento River. Land is
being purchased from private owners for various purposes including habitat
preservation and restoration. Local government officials have expressed
concerns that converting privately held lands to government ownership wil
erode the tax base.

Scope of the Study

Loss of property tax revenues is but one of the economic issues concerning local
officials. As land is removed from agricultural production for habitat restoration
or other purposes not resulting in marketable output, the consequences may
include reduced local GDP, employment, and other sources of local government
. revenue. Although these additional economic impacts are of concern to local
decision makers, they are beyond the scope of this study. The study is limited to
the examination of the impacts of government land acquisition on property tax
and special district revenues.

While this study does not examine all potential costs to local economies, it
includes none of the potential benefits associated with the programs driving the
government land acquisition process.

Possible benefits include reduced flood damage to lands remaining in private
ownership, increased ground water recharge, reduced runoff of agricultural
chemicals into the Sacramento River, and enhanced wildlife habitat. Some of
these may provide direct benefits to the local economy. For example, if habitat
improvements lead to an increase in fish populations and thus an influx of
anglers, the additional local spending could boost local economic activity and
sources of local government revenue, particularly sales taxes.

It is not within the scope of this study to estimate the magnitude of benefits. In
fact the results in no way presume that measurable benefits exist. Any costs to
the local economy beyond direct impacts on property tax revenues are also
outside the purview of this study. Therefore it is important that the reader not
assume that the study results are indicative of the costs and benefits of habitat
restoration, environmental preservation, or any other program goal.

The study is limited to land acquisitions within Glenn County, California. The
decision to focus on a single county was based on funding limitations, while the
particular choice of Glenn County was due to a combination of local interest and
a willingness of local officials to assist in data collection and other aspects of the
study., However, the results should be applicable to other counties along the
Sacramento River.
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‘Methodology

Property valuation

' The target area for the study is land adjacent to the Sacramento River in Glenn
. County. Land acquisitions included in the study are those properties subject to

- potential flooding from the River. Therefore parcels inciude only those from
‘assessor map books 13, 15, 16, 19, 23, 32, and 37. The sample of properties
‘acquired by the State and Federal governments is further limited to those
purchased between 1980 and 1998. This additional restriction eliminates very
few properties from consideration (less than 10% of the acquired properties) and
‘was necessary due to the difficulty of determining pre-sale values.

The values for acquired properties were determined prior to sale to the
respective Federal or State agency. In cases where the Nature Conservancy
purchased property from a private owner and then soid it to a government entity
within a year, the assessed value prior to the initial sale was used. Each parcel
value and the base year for appraisal were found in the Assessors Master Lists.
In the case where a parcel was split prior to sale, but the entire parcel was soid
to the State or Federal government, the value of land and improvements was
allocated to the portions of the original parcel based on relative acreage. Where
a portion of the original parcel remained in private ownership, the appraisal
value of the privately held parcel was subtracted from the value of the entire
parcel to determine the value of the part purchased by the government agency.

The prices paid by the State and Federal governments were determined from
two separate sources. For State property acqu:smons the purchase price is
equal to the current vajuation on the invoice for in lieu taxes paid to the County.

For properties purchased by the Federal government the prices paid were found
-on the sale documents from the County Recorders Office. In the one case
where the Nature Conservancy purchased a property and did not resell it to a

~ State or Federal entity, the purchase price was obtained from the Assessor's
Master LIStS the source of appransed values for all privately held parcels

- Property Tax Payments

The purpose of the study is to compare Federal and State in lieu payments to
~the property taxes that wouid have been paid had the acquired lands remained
in private ownership. In the case of the State, in lieu payments are calculated as
‘the product of the original price paid for the property and the applicable tax rate
for the particular tax rate area. The in lieu taxes paid by the State on any parcel -
‘remain constant over time. This is because the State does not re-appraise
properties and does not change the {ax rate even if the rate changes forthe
. appropriate tax rate area. \

The Federal government computes in -Iieu taxes owed to counties at three-
. ‘quarters of a percent of the appraised value. The initial appraised value is equal
to the purchase price, but unlike the State, the Federal government re-appraises
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its holdings every five years. Therefore, in any year the Federal in lieu owed the
County is three-quarters of a percent of the current appraised value. However,
the actual amount the County receives depends on the Federal budgetary
process and has been as little as sixty-five percent of the amount owed.

For a privately held parcel property taxes paid are the product of the assessed
value and the tax rate for the particular tax rate area. The assessed value is
generally equal to the purchase price adjusted for changes such as
improvements and inflation. The annual inflation adjustment is equal to the
increase in the California CPI up to two percent. The inflation adjustment is from
the base year appraisal (1975 is the base year for all properties purchased prior
to that year); that is, the value in the year the current owner purchased the

property.

The Model

A spreadsheet model is used to compute the property taxes paid under Federal,
State, and private ownership. For properties acguired by the State or Federal
government, property taxes are computed assuming the land had remained in
private ownership. The assessed value used to calculate hypothetical property
taxes paid is the base year value adjusted by two percent per year for inflation.
Reappraisal is assumed to occur at resale and model runs are made for resale
frequencies ranging from ten to twenty years. The real rate of increase in land
values is equal to the average annual increase in California farmland vaiues for
the 1980-1998 pericd less the average annual inflation rate. The rate of
increase in land prices and thus appraised value, for praperties transferred
between private parties, is equal to the sum of the real rate of increase in
farmiand prices and the assumed future rate of inflation.

For properties acquired by the Federal government, the projected in lieu taxes
will be computed based on the purchase price, the tax rate, the percentage of in
lieu actually paid, and the values determined by periodic re-appraisal. In lieu
taxes paid for the five year period following purchase equal the price paid times
three-quarters of a percent times the percent of in lieu actuaily paid. Since the
latter has generally varied between seventy and eighty percent, separate
projections will be done for each value. Five years following the initial public
purchase, the appraised value of the land is increased to reflect its then current
market value. The adjustment in market value is accomplished using the _
adjustment factor described above for privately held lands. The re-appraisal
process continues in the same manner at five year intervals and Federal in lieu
payments to Gienn County are computed according to the formula described at
the beginning of this paragraph.

In lieu taxes paid by the State are constant over time and are the product of the
tax rate and the initial purchase price of the property. Therefore, for State land
acquisitions no adjustments for re-appraisal or changes in tax rate areas are
necessary and first year and nth year payments are identical.
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Some of the public land acquisitions include property with improvements. The
improvements, which under private ownership are taxed at the same rate as are
land values, may include structures, orchard trees, etc.. Since agricultural
production is not the intended purpose of public land acquisitions, it is
reasonable to assume that these improvements will be aliowed to depreciate
over time. The decrease in the value of improvements has no effect on State in
lieu paid as the value is frozen at the initial purchase price. But in the case of
Federal holdings, the amount of the periodic re-appraisal will be affected by the
- depreciation. For purposes of this study we will separately consider straight-line
depreciation over a ten year and a twenty year period for all improvements on
Federally held property. The amount of depreciation is deducted from the
escalation in the value of unimproved land to determine the increase in the base
for in lieu payments at the point of re-appraisal. In the case of land remaining in
- private ownership (no transfer to Federal ownership), it is assumed that the
- improvements are maintained and rise in value at the rate of increase in the
California CPL

Allocation of Property Tax Revenues

While the total amount of property tax or in lieu revenues are important to the

- County, whether they are paid into the County General Fund or the State School
Fund is also an important consideration. In the case of privately held lands the
tax rate in excess of one percent of assessed value is paid to special districts.
Of the remaining one percent of assessed value, eighty percent goes to the
school fund and twenty percent goes to the general fund. For State in lieu paid
to the County, one hundred percent goes to the general fund. Federzal in liey, by .
~ contrast, is allocated in the same manner as property taxes paid on privately -
held parcsls.

As a result of the differences in allocating in lieu payments to the various County
funds, the model examines the impact on each of the funds separately.

Federal State, and private ownership are examined in terms of the impact on
general fund, schools, and special district revenues.

‘Model Output

The projections of County property tax or in lreu revenues are presented in
several forms. Revenues from Federal in lieu payments are compared with
property tax revenues from hypothetical continued private ownership of the
Federally held properties. Revenues from State in lieu payments similarly are
compared to the property tax revenues that would accrue to the County under
continued private ownership. The comparisons are made separately for the
- general fund, schools, and special districts. Comparative payments to the three
funds are presented for ten, twenty, and thirty years into the future. The present
- value of the future revenues is also calculated for each ownership category to

- provide a consistent basis for long term comparisons.
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Where the value of critical variabies cannot be reliably determined from
available data, a sensitivity analysis is performed by making separate runs for
two or more values, covering the range of probable values, and then comparing
the resuits. Frequency of sale for privately held properties, the rate of
-depreciation for improvements on Federally held lands; the general rate of
inflation, the ratio of Federal in lisu payments made to the amount due, and the
discount rate are the key variables for which sensitivity analyses are performed.

Public Participation

Techmcal Advisory Committee

» - John Benoit- Director of Resource Planning and Development for Glenn
County _
+ Denny Bungarz- Member of the Glenn County Board of Superwsors Dlstrlct
4
Burt Bundy- Chair of the SB1086 Committee
Ramon Vega- U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Vincent Minto- Glenn County Assessor
The Nature Conservancy
-~ John Merz- Sacramento River Preservation Trust
John Carlon- Sacramento River Partners

" o o & o @

The Technical Advisory Committee participated in the design and proposal
writing phases of the study, During the time that work was accomplished we had -
~ two meetings with the Committee. At the April, 1988 meeting the members
present offered suggestions as to what elements they wouid like to see included
‘in the study. A rough draft of the proposal was mailed to the members for
comment. A second meeting was held in June, 1998 to discuss the members’
response to the rough draft and to consider the appropriate structure of an
expanded economic impact analysis. A revised proposal was e-mailed to the
Committee members on June 22, 1998. The comments received were
‘incorporated into the final proposal.

- During the data collection phase, Vince Minto, the Glenn County Assessor, and
his staff provided assistance in determining the values of various privately held
parcels, the methods for computing State and Federal in lieu payments to the
County, and invaluable assistance in other key areas. In January and February
of 1999 we made eight separate trips to the County offices in Willows for data
collection and consuitation with County staff members.

* Arough draft of the study was completed in March, 1989 and sent to each of the
members of the Advisory Committee for comment. That was followed by a
- meeting to discuss changes and additions suggested by Committee members.
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Study Results

The preliminary results of the spreadsheet mode! are contained on the following
pages. The runs were for a narrow range of assumptions and do not include all
- of the possibilities that will be included in the final version. The only variable for
which the sensitivity of the resuits is tested is the real rate of increase in farm
land values. For that variable values of zero, one, and 1.57 percent annual real
increasas are used, corresponding to actual increases of three, four, and 4.57
percent per year respectively.

The remaining assumptions are listed on the cover sheet for each run of the
spreadsheet model. At the bottom of each page titled “assumptions” are the
results of the run. For example, for the model run using 1.57 percent annual real
increase in farmland values (based on the 1954-1995 rate of increase for the
U.S.), the present value of payments to the general fund for properties held by
the DFG are $704,314. If those same properties had remained in private.
ownership, the present value of the property tax revenues to the County General
Fund would have been $295,566. For Federal ownership under the USFWS,
the present value of property tax revenues is lower than it would have been
under continued private ownership. The present value of Federal in lieu paid
(assuming payment of 80% of the amount due) to the County is $466,056,
whereas continued private -ownership of those same properties would have
generated property tax revenues with a present value of $836,623.

For the model runs using lower assumed real escalation in farmland values, the
advantage of State in lieu payments over private property tax payments to the
general fund is larger. This is because the basis for determining State in lisu is
the original purchase price, while private property tax payments rise with the
increase in land values. However, the proportionate loss due to Federal
ownership is roughly the same in all cases and does not appear to be sensitive
to the assumption regarding the real farmiand escaiation rate.



MLl A

Workshaet
Lument Ovner Pravious Owners
Recordng Assessmenl Tax ~ Tax |TaxReie Assessmend Tax  {Transier Acquired
APN Nem Acres  Dals Yoar  Vake Check _ Improvemenis  Taxes Rale | Area ADYear BYYesr  Wale Lond dvprovements  Toxes Rete _ |70 New Tay Year
3721301101 Ame 14,10 0RIT16]. o] 15074 Y7 56007 881 &7 [FES| 15035 36520 00| 040196 3
371600130(Ame__ 13.30] {10184 ot 16265 0.00] " 56002 66 75 £526] 2706 1920 G40] 110194 4
F71600120[Ame__ 50.06% 110104 off B7E69 00| 86002 88 75 114_11’ 0id7 7237 40| 110154 7]
F22e0050 Ame___ Z437] 0001AS Ol 53786 I €807 [ 8 23207 44805} 44359 B40¢Ta8s
3277000501 Ame__ t1.84] 040196 off 37850 607 68002 88 [] 2401 249_7_{ __ @ 040]_D4xI108 oy
3222000481 Ame __ 3A50) GAD108] O 123076, .00} 68002 48 a7 82317 39587 42330 1040]_D4A01/55, [
230500169 Ama___111.37] (510155 was 16.8 Ot 377505] 000 75008 B8] 5 F3bid 73604 i 46| 05m15 o4
IR00S0|Ame __ 4.14] 110154 off 11357, .00 . | 7| 2l 18] msi OfCheck Tex Reltf  1.000] 110184 2
133800170{Ame _ 310.62] 11/01/94] off 876807 0.00 81023 7] [73 582854 317796) 365058 000|125 1A (A
131000278]Ame___7200) 01010] 0W0TBE] ___ Off 245000 0.00 ) i sg o7 o 154752 [, 3i GT7i4 000| OHOWE0] _ Sri/es a7]
T | it} #53180] 0.00] 1923 [ [F] 174821 80215 24605 o06]__ 1084] T
131400220t 2me. 0.18] 110124 off 521 000 1023 34 82 197 102] 95 000] T304 ¥
131400210] Ama 6.06] 110148 Off 165 0.00) 1ozl - w4 ngI &2 :g] 30 . 000} 11/1/94 T
131400200 Ame D64 Off =2 Y Q} 2 669 345/ 37 |Check TexRetj _ 1.000] 1983 53
1314001900 Ame __ 173.01] 110194 o] 477083 00 _ 073 4 2] 181400} 03617 [YIET] .000) 10184 34
131400635} Ame__208.95] 01/G150! 50105 Off| 653570, 00 1023 7 H 757051 341387 415664 1000 1A%50] &g 7l
131 200 11:.01.90::{ 50158 GHi| 58430 .00 — 21027 &7 ] 48388 20483 26506 _ 0896] "1Am0|  sAme 97
S0l Calf 21 THEG 1686] 45710 505.55] 505.55]_1.106 13 76 6438 6436, D}Chack Tax Re T T AE]
ATTD00IRICE _ 158.45) 17186 956 45085 498 64 408 d) 1,106 & 76 8039 8037 piCheck Tax Rot]  1.000]  1988] 8s}
323000116}Calf__101.68) 1107R 165 1268BA]  1320.90 1331.06] 104t] 68007 %0 7] 108375 54347] 14033 1040] 130191 90}
373000063 |Ce¥__ 81.43] 111287 1587 17191 1595 79.99] 1:047] 68062 87 [0 17191 1719 ] 1.040] 110187 87
3230000281 Call__ 7207] 04/1482 158 89843 2707 34.24]104t] 68063 7] 1;’ 67132 46ET 20255 080! 04197 1]
3Z3600140{CaH___ E7.66] 1307/1 169 64362] 600 575.76]_1041] 68002 56 a7 70839 61620 8018 40| 080IR1|  1IAAT &
IZ2B0013[Coll__ 206.72] IVIBT 1885 14320 49.24 14824 104 % 1] 13404 13409 OjCheckTaxRet]  1000] _ 1086] 15
222600110{Call___ 23.00{ TIDIRT 1987 3118 850 85.01| 1.047] _6ena? 3 83 7i%0| 149 2261 840] 1imieT| [
372800070[Cabl __ 22.16] 04186] 1985 8970 £2.09 67 08] 1.040] caonz 86 a3 7428] 260 2178 040] 04001786 7
Cafl 6276 aDimBE] - 1985, 3402 35.38) 3538| 1.040] 68002 85 75 31407 492 [ 0410] 04NImE 85
VAOEICal 4.20] 120187 057 0.00 | | eB0g2 86 75 £039 B3 [ ol 1264/7] 6
373400009]Calf  0.72] 120187} 1087 0.00 £8002 7 75 7] 1] b 080|127 86
: % 3 $ 5 3 S % i B R f
£ 5 R o e e PR Ru e, ERE . B
193100020[Catt 19218 0912581 1591 10245 . 106.96] Check 18482 1044) 84043 85 %5 14147 14147 ] 1054} 050194 85
1904003551 Catf___ 23.12] 067280 1583 2087 31.07) 31.22| 10420 84043 88 75 7082 7982 D 1014 060185 [
3 3 BT e ERERE % SR
g R KR R . B o R
180300268[Call___ 76.73} 06128789 1588 26773 280.31 2e0.31] 1047] 84043 a8 i 26773] 22617 4095 0t4] 110487] denneg 88
162900129 Calif 831 02278 1550 6808 5729 Chedk I71.27| 1034] 8162 &5 3_:1; 3648 8545 [ 000! 020181 85
V6200008 [Calf_ FA90) 02218 1590 B1331] 54436 Chedkc 2551411 1.034] 8102 8 FE) €665 56355 000] 02K51/81 85,
152900070]Coll____ 4.80] 02278 1850 326 3.71 1370 _1.031] 8103 56 2] 13%| 1326 00| 054183 m_;_—im 50
160600020| Catf _ 10.84] 0ARZ6H1 1591 2421| 216 :M_I__;EZ 12} %0 891, 2080] 2080/ 000 D8I1R7 50
160500058} Calf 116 96| 0872881 1551 103465 107811 ¥078.08[ 1.042{ 81023 [ 89 161438] 80994 11424 000 CAR1A1 20
1602002901Call 6411} DF4ER 1591 45242 5310 51310 1.042_ 81023 1 80 [7IF] 19282 [ .000| 040152 o
150800220 CaHl__ 564 96 0473090 1680 291368 208050 7880.60] 1.023[81042 B4 88[ 75 243340 241648 1552 0ol 040150 88
150800218 [Cal ___ 80.44] 04004815 1590 JoB8S5 I__T_g_i_‘ni ) B2601] 1034|8104 08 68) 75 53154 G274 370 000} W &8
150800110|CaH__ 33817 | 043080, 1889 339600 EITZX]] T 107 ¢ [ 335600 [} n_o_oi_umm! o]
150800103|Call __ 5382 040080 1988 63600 B50.63 650.63] 1.023) 89 63600 [} 00004070 , 9!
! Call  3TE7HO4D0M0 1989 34202 349.851 340,80} | 023 49 32099 [ 000{ 04150 [
Y50700170]Call 323 33} 04R4 930} 3T1282 38239 08| $830.08[ " 1.034 B8 346834 {15278 9064 G4n1m1 38
150700165 |Calt__ 2028 | 078019 507 126877 1324.31 132438 1043 B8 21319 7085 006 7mma] a8
1507001 81.36}. 0420491, 890/ mroal 180,62 —_io5n5] {023 88 86054 [ 000] 0415190 85
160700085 8.92] 0404 590 437 442 441 107 %0 132 [ 000] 040158 [
150700070{Csll__ 104:52] 04040 950 210454 7245 01 2614|1023 80 219454 0 000]_Danim %
50706068 Call__ 10628 04840 590 46889 3579.47 617.94] 1.023 50 127300 341 060} D41t %
150700050} Calf__151.16] 1101 5973 4534 248520 455200 1017 5 240575] 17 006] 1115195] 93]
150600075 §23.16) DANDADT B30 640143 861945 551945 GES 5 52312 18461 00| o4m1t [
150600059} Coki 284 50| 110193 1993 40697 4138.50 413890} 10 402107 4774 000} 170853 93
1506004231 Colll 5011100153 ] 533 23871] 4383 —__2az83] {.047] 23877 o 0001 14483 5
504001191Calil 100,00 | 410013} 933 166517 171352 1713821 1097 164081 4455 om| 10183 a3
. 3 . 23
: [
[
I a1




v PDRAET

Pravtous Owner
Tax {Tex Rale Assessment Tax [Tronsfer Actpired
Takes Rate {| Ares  ADYear BYYosr Vab_c;_ Land improvements Taxes Rate |ToNew Tax Year
160L94] 1023] 5104 7] 7 156557 ] 156553] | o061 410y B3
3377.32] 10673} Biod 75 324763 | 315518 5245 000] 4710 89
4206.96] 1.023] 8104 -] 18 126780 126780] 1 000} im0l [T]
19.46] 1023] 8043 &3 [ 1967] 1802 [ 660|410 0]
286585] 1073]  Biis [ H 780147 278500 2142 1000|4150 E
32728] 1023] #1046 89 75 3900 28309 3681 000] 47150 &5
a77200] 1.000] _ 81004 [T 23l 193@_‘ E0183) 133110 boa| 6TRIBal TTRiET [H
9728.00} 1000 004 1] 8] 483570! 1685268 316710 000] 070154 88
92.41] 1.000 004 35 821 11245] 11245] [} 1.000] _120195] 2]
Stat_ 130867 782052 [ 2264249 1094E07 1169642
Homiz Stataof | 6620.56 §200506 56345 4903099 4665002 238097
bre Conserviney 43530 1319247 13152 687505 237685 445820

Pagel



' Assumptions

Land Value Incraase real

Pradicted Inflation Rate

Nominal Increase Land

Land Value increase tax pu'rpuses
Pre 1998

1888
Prop 13 property incraase

- Depreciation Federal tmproverents '
Years

Federal lands reappraised S year cycle
Last raappraisal

. Years to Revalue Foederal propertios

Percent escalation : :

- Federal In Lieu perr.':am

Federai Paymaent of in lieu percant

Pearcent tax
- Percant discount

Special District

Years to Revalue private properties
Pereant ascalation '

Past years sinca revaiue

Start Year -

Real Intarest Rate
Pradicted inflation Rate
Nominal Intarest Rate

Property Tax Rate
Capitalization Rate
us
- Land Value Per acre
1954 60
1985 844
# 10.73333333
0.024 1.058584923
Present Value - Taxes
Private
Cailf
Private

Assumptions

1.57%
3.00%
4.52%

2.00%
1.60%
2.00%

- 20

1985
85

]
4.62%

0.75%

80.00%

1.000%
8.000%

0.040%

20
4.62%
S50.00%
1898

3.80%
3.00%
6.81%
1.00%
7.98%

CPI

.28.9
152.4

5.685427508

1.04320949

Total
1,477,829
704,314

836,623
466,055
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DRAFT

used 7

not used
not used

has to ba >2

10.00

Land/CPI Real Increase Land

.02  1.571%

Ganeral Fund
288,566



Calif 7 DRAFT

" Private . _ ' ; : © State of Galifornia

: ' ' Surplus or
Property - Tax - Scheols  Special County Property . Tax  Schools -~ Special County " Deficit
" Value Districts  General Fund © Vale S .Districts  General Fund General Fund -
1999 5880869 58956 47047 147 11762 5299508 BGI45 . 3350 52085 41233
2000 5008488 60135 47988 150 11997 5299508 56345 . 3350 52995 40998
2001 6118456 61338 48948 153 12237 5209506 56345 3350 52995 - 40758
2002 6240825 62564 49927 156 12482 ' - 5299508 56345 _ 3350 52995 40513
2003 6385642 63818 50925 159 271 T 5209506 56345 3350 52995 40264
2004 - 6492955 65092 - 51944 162 12566 5299506 56345 ' 3350 52905 40009
2005 6822814 66394 = 52983 168 13246 - 52099508 66345 - 3350 529095 o 39749
2006 - 8755270 67722 54042 169 13511 5299506 56345 3350 52095 Co 39485
2007 6890375 69076 55123 172 13781 : 5299506 568345 3350 52906 39214
2008 - 9054576 . 90772 72437 226 . 18109 5289506 56345 3350 52995 34886
2000 9235657 92588 73885 231 18471 : £299508 56345 3350 52895 34524
2010 9420381 94439 75363 236 16841 - 5290506 58345 3350 52995 34154
. 2011 9608788 96328 76870 . 240 19218 . 5209506 56345 3350 52995 33777
2012 9800984 98255 78408 245 19502 52985068 = 56345 3350 52005 ; 33393
2013 9996983 100220 79976 250 19994 5280506 56345 : 3350 52995 - 33001
2014 10196923 102224 81575 255 20394 5299506 56345 3350 52095 32601
2015 10400862 104269 83207 260 20802 5209508 56345 3350 52995 32193
2016 10608879 106354 84871 265 21218 5290506 56345 3350 52995 31777
2017 10821056 108481 86568 271 21642 5299506 56345 3350 52895 31353
2018 11037477 110651 88300 278 22075 5209506 58345 3350 52985 30020
2019 11258227 112864 80066 282 22516 5290506 86345 3350 52995 30479
2020 11483392 115121 91867 287 22087 5200506 56345 3350 529895 30028
2021 11713059 117424 83704 293 23426° 5299506 56345 ' . 3350 52905 29569 .
2022 11947321 119772 95579 299 23895 5299506 56345 3350 52005 29100
2023 12186267 122187 97490 305 24373 5299506 56345 3350 52995 28623
2024 12429092 1246811 99440 KIED 24860 5299508 56345 3350 52005 28135
2025 12678592 127103 101429 317 25357 5299506 56345 3350 © . 52005 : 27638
2026 12932164 120845 103457 323 25864 5299506 56345 3350 . 52005 27131
2027 13190807 132238 105526 aso 26382 . 5299506 - 56345 a3/0 52995 C 26613
2028 22331693 223875 178654 559 44663 : 5209508 © 56345 3350 52995 " 8332
2029 22778327 228353 182227 . 570 45557 T 5200508 56345 - 3350 52095 7438

2030. 23233894 = 232020 185871 581 46468 5299506 56345 .- 3380 52095 ' - 6527
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Year

Private

Property
Value
2506038
26686158

. 2607282
2659427
2712616
27656868
2827205
2878649
2036222
.3858462

3935631 -

4014343
4094630
41765223
4260053
4345254
4432180
4520803
4611219
4703443
4787512
4893462
4991332
5031168
5192081
5206841
5402778
5510833
5621050
8515201
B706617
9900749
10098764

Schoals

20048
20449
20858
21275
2170
22135
22578
23029
23490
30868
31485
2115
32757
33412
34080
34762
35457
36166
36880
37628
35380
39148
39911
40729
41544
42375
43222
44087
44968
76130
77653
78206
80790

Special Counly
Diskiicls Genperal Fund
128 5012
131 ' 5112
134 5215
136 §319
139 5425
142 5534
145 5644
147 8757
150 5872
198 77
202 7871
206 8029
210 8189
214 8353
218 8520
223 8691
227 8864
232 9042
235 9222
241 9407
245 9595
251 9787
256 9983
261 10182
266 10386
7 10594
217 10806
282 11022
2688 11242
487 19033
497 19413
507 19801
517 20198

Amasrica

America United States of

Property
Value

3515859
3977325
3880572
as0asie
3717065
3830311

4230576

. 4143822
4057069
3570315
ass4887
4660417
4574989
4489561
4427570
4365636
£406521
6373648
8340471
534041
5340471
8692571
669251
6692571
66925T1
66925M
8386995
8386955
8386995
8386995
8386995

10510412

10510412

Tax

21095
23864
23343
22823
22302
21782
25383
24863
24342
23822
23309
27963

27450

26937
26569
26194
32441
32242
32043
32043
32043
40155
40155
40155
40155
40155
50322
50322
50322
50322
50322
63062
63062

Scheols

Page 1

WRAY L

Speclal County
Districls Genaral Fuad
107 4198
122 4748
119 4645
116 4541
i 4438
" 4334
129 5051
127 4947
124 4844
121 4740
118 4638
142 5564
140 5462
137 5360
135 5266
133 5212
165 6455
164 8416
163 6376
163 6376
163 8378
205 T990
205 7850
205 7990
205 7994
205 799G
256 10013
256 10013
256 10013
288 10013
256 10013
321 12548
2 12548

Suwplus or
Deficil () -
General Fund
{815)
(364)
(570)
(778)
(987)
{1200)
(554)
810)
{1029
2977
(3233)
(2465)
@nn
(2983)
(3234)
{3478)
(2409}
(2626}
{2847)
{3031}
{3219)
{1797}
£1992)
(2192)
(2396)
(2604}
(792)
(1009)
(1229)
(9019)
- {9400)
{7253)
{7649)



| Assumnptions D Rﬁf T

Assumptions
Land Value Increase real : 1.00%
‘Predicted Infiation Rate _ 3.00%

‘Nominal Increase Land e _ 4.03%
" Land Vaiue Increase tax purposes

Pre 1908 O 2.00%

1969 1.60% used 7
Prop 13 proparty irncrease 2.00%

Depreciation Federal Improvernents
: Years 20

Federal lands reappraised 5 year eyele

L.ast reappraisal 1995
. 85
Years to Revalue Federal properties 5
Percent escalation ' : 4,03%
Federal In Lieu percerit 0.75%
 Fedaral Payment of in lieu percent . 80.00%
:. Percent tax : ) _ 1.000% not used
Percant discount ' © 8.00C%
 Spacial District - o 0.040% riot used
‘Ysars to Revslue private properties : . 20 has to be »2
Pergent escalation : 4.03% :
Past years since revalue : £0.00% 10.00
Start Year : © 1898
) 68
Real Interest Rats - ) T 3.80%
Predicted Inflation Rate 3.00%
Nominal Interest Rate . . ' 6.91%
- Property Tax Rate - - 1.00%
Capitalization Rate a . 7.98%
us
Land Value Per acre CP1
1984 8o 26.9
1985 644 C 152.4
41 1073333333 5.665427509 Land/CPI  Real Increase Land
0.024 1.058594923 : 1.04320949 102 1.571%
Present Vaiue Taxes .
: : ) Total General Fund
Private 1,314,882 ' 202978
Caitf 704,314
Private - 983,777

- Amaerica 397,161

Page 1



Ameﬂca. | DRAFT .

Privale : Amarica United States of. )
Year Propesty  Tax Schools  Special County : Peoperty.  Tax Schools  Special ~ County - : Dedicit ()
_ Valua Districts General Fund Valug Districts  General Fund General Fuad
1999 7506036 25189 20048 128 5012 301116 21007 16720 107 - 4160 ' (832) -
| 2000 2556158 25692 20449 131 o112 3BB4072 23304 - 18549 119 4837 . (475)
2001 2607282 26206 20858 134 S21% 3797318 22784 18134 116 - 4534 (8a1)
2002 2659427 26730 21276 136 - 5319 3710565 22263 17120 113 4430 . (889)
W03 2712616 27265 2110 139 - 5425 3623811 21743 17308 m 4326 (1099)
2004 2766668 27810 22135 142 5534 3537058 21222 16891 108 2n (1311}
2005 2822205 28367 22578 148 5844 4022602 24138 19210 122 4803 (842)
2006 2878649 28934 230290 | 147 . 57157 -+ 3938848 22615 18796 120 4699 (1058}
2007 2938222 29513 23480 150 5872 3845005 23095 18382 118 4598 - a2rn
2008 23647316 36660 29179 187 12995 3762341 22574, 17967 115 4492 : - (2803)
2009 3720262  3ra9d 29762 191 ‘7441 3676913 22061 17859 1z 4390 (3051)
2010 3794668 - 26141 30357 194 7589 4288777 25733 20481 131 5120 {2469)
2011 3870561 38504 30964 198 7741 4203348 25220 20073 129 - 5018 (2723)
2012 3947972 39682 31584 202 7896 4117821 24708 19665 126 4916 ‘ (2980)
2013 4026932 40476 3215 -~ 206 ' 8054 4055931 24336 19369 124 4842 - (3212)
2014 4107470 - 41285 32660 210 8215 3993087 23964 19074 122 4768 (344D
2015 4189620 42111 33517 s 83719 4805834 28835 22850 147 5738 : {2642) .
2016 - 4273412 - 42083 34187 9, 8547 4772659 20636 - 22792 146 5698 _ (2849)
2017 4358880 43812 - 34871 223 8718 ‘ 4739484 28437 22634 145 - 5658 {3059)
2018 4446058  44688° 355568 228 6892 - 4739484 28437 22634 145 5658 {3234)
2019 4534979 45582 36280 232 070 4739484 28437 22634 145 5658 {(3412)
2020 4625679 46494 37005 237 8261 6774629 34648 27577 177 6894 (2357)
2021 4718192 47424 37746 242 9436 ‘ 5774629 34648 27577 T - 6894 (2542)
2022 4812566 48372 38500 246 8525 ST74629 24648 27877 117 6894 2131)
2023 4908807 49339 39270 25% 9818 5774629 34648 27511 177 6894 . (2923)
2024 5006083 50326 40056 268 10014 §7746829 24848 27877 177 6804 C (@310
2025 5101123 51333 40857 262 10214 . 7035858 42215 33600 215 8400 (1814)
2026 5209265 52350 41674 287 10449 7035658 42215 33600 215 8400 (2019)
2027 5313451 53407 42508 272 10627 70356858 42218 33600 215 8400 . (2227)
2028 8037951 80791 64304 412 16076 7035858 42215 33600 215 ‘8400 (76786)
2029 8198710 82407 65590 420 16397 7035858 42213 33600 215 8400 (7997)
2030 08362684 84055 66901 428 - 16728 8572551 51435 40939 262 10235 {6481)

2031 8529938 85736 68240 437 17060 ' - 8572551 51435 40035 262 10235 " (6825)

Page 1



Assmpins DRAFI

Assumptions

Land Value Increase raal ' 0.00%
Predicted inflation Rate 3.00%

MNomirial Increase Land 3.00%
Land Vaiﬁe Increase tax purposes

Pre 1998 : 2.00%

: 1999 o 1.60% usad ?
Prop 13 property increase ) 2.00%

Dapregiation #edeml Imiprovements
' ’ Years ’ 20

Federai lands i’_eappfaised 5 year cycie

lLast reappraisal 1905
_ . o5
. Years to Revalue Federal properties ]
" Percent escalation o 3.00%
g Federal In Lieu parcent 0.75%
- Federai Payment of in 1iéu percent _ 80.00%
Percent tax 1.000% not used
Percent discount ) 8.000%
Speciai District . 0.040% ot used
Yaars to Revalui private properties 20 has to be »2
Percent escalation . 3.00%
Past years since revalue 50.00% 10.C0
Start Year o 1998
’ 98
Resl Interest Rate ’ 3.80%
Pradicted nflation Rate 3.00%
Nominal Interest Rate 8.91%
. Property Tax Rate 1.00%
Capitalixaﬂn_n Rate . T 7.98%
us .
Land Vaiue Per acre CcHl
1954 80 26.9
1995 644 ‘ 152.4
41 10.73333333 5.885427509 LandfCPI Real Increase Land
0.024 1059504923 1.04320949 102 1.571%
Present Value Taxes ¢
- Totat General Fund
Private : 1,114,530 222,906
Caiif . 704,314
Private 476,264
America 315,626 0.66
cRl
1970 a9 39
1987 : 2510 . 159.1
S a7 5.240083507 4,078487170 Land/iCPl  Real Increase Land
0.037 . .1.063266581 B 1.0&452653 101 0.932%

Page 1



Calf DRAFTY

Private - ' ~ ‘State of California S

_ . _ . E ‘ 7 : Surphis or .

Property Tax Schools  Special County . Property Tax, Schools  Special ~ County Deficit
Value - : Districts General Fund . Valua ' Districts  General Fund Generat Fund

1999 5880868 . 58956 47047 147 11762 5299506 . 56345 3350 52995 - . § 41233
. 2000 5998486 60135 47988 - 150 11997 - 5299508 - 56345 . 3350 52005 . 40098
2001 6118456 61336 48048 153 . 12237 5290506 56345 3350 52995 : 40758
2002 . 6240825 62564 - 49927 156 12482 ' 5299506 56345. - 3350 52995 40513
2003 6365642 63616 50925 159 12731 5200506 56345 : 3350 52005 40264
2004 6492955 6509 51944 162 . 12986 5299506 56345 " 3350 52995 -~ 40009
2005 - 6622814 66394 52083 166 13246 5299506 56345 3350 52995 C 39749
2006 6755270 67722 54042 169 13514 5209506 66345 . 3350 52995 39485
2007 6890375 . 69076 55123 172 13781 5299506 56345 3350 52985 ' 39214
2008 7748428 77678 61987 194 - - 15407 5299506 = 56345 3350 - 52995 37498
2009 7903396 79232 63227 198 16807 | 5299508 56345 3350 52995 37188
2010 8081464  BO816 = 64492 202 16123 5200506 56345 3350 52995 36872
2011 8222604 © 82433 - 65782 . 206 16445 - 5299506, 56345 3350 - 52995 36550
2012 8387147  B4081 67097 210 16774 . 5299508 56345 3350 52005 36221
2013 8554800 85763 68430 214 17110 5299508 56345 © o a3%0 52005 135885
2014 8725088  B7478 69808 218 17452 5299506 56345 - 3350 52995 35543
2015 8900508 89228 71204 223 17801 5209506 56345 3350 52995 _ 35194
2016 ©078518 91012 72628 227 18157 §299506 56345 3350 52085 34838
2017 9260088 92632 74081 232 18520 5299506 . 56345 3350 52005 34475
2018 9445250 94688 - 75562 235 18891 5209506 56345 3350 52095 34104
2019 9834198 96583 77074 241 19268 5299506 56345 3350 52005 33727
2020 9826880 - 98515 78615 248 19654 5299508  5@345 3350 52095 33341
2021 10023418 100485 80187 251 20047 5299506 56345 3350 52005 32048
2022 10223886 102495 81791 256 20448 5299508 56345 3350 52995 - 32647
2023 10428364 104544 83427 261 - 20857 5299506 56345 3350 52008 ' 32138
2024 10636931 106635 85005 266 21274 5200608 56345 ' 3350 52995 : 3721
2025 10849669 108768 86797 271 21699 5209506 - 56345 _ 3350 - 52008 31296
2026 11066663 110943 88533 277 22133 5299506 56345 3350 52905 30862
2027 11287996 - 1131682 - 90304 282 22576 5200508 56345 3350 - 52005 30419
2028 13994522 140205 111956 350 27989 5299506 56345 - 3350 52005 - - 25006
2029 14274413 143101 114185 © 357 28549 5209506 56345 3350 52005 - 24448

12030 14559001 145063 116479 364 - 20120 . 5299506 5635 3350 52995, g 23875

Pags 1 '



IIINERE )

America

{.795924 0065085 0.19898047

Privale Amarioa-United Stales of : i
: ; : ' : _ ' " Surphs or
Yoar  Properdy  Tax Schools Special’  Counly . Properly Tax Schaols  Spacial County Deaficit ()
Value - Districls Genaral Fund : Value - . Dislricts General Fand = - Geneial Fund
1999 2606038 . 25189 20048 128 5012 3475584 20854 16598 106 L 4144 {863y
2000 ° 2650156 25692 20449 131 5112 3727288 22364 17800 114 4450 (652)
2001 2607282 26206 20858 134 5215 ‘3640544 21843 17386 . 111 4346 . (858) .
2002 2859427 26730 21278 136 8319 3553781 21323 16971 109 . 4243 {1076}
2003 2712616 27285 - 21704 139 §425 3467037 20802 16557 106 4138 T (1288)
. 24 2756668 21810 22135 142 §534 C 3380284 20282 16143 103 4036 - (1488)
2005 2822205 - 28367 22578 145 5644 ' 3685907 22118 {1602 _113 4461 : {1244}
2006 2678648 28934 23629 147 5787 3599153 21595 17188 110 4297 T {t460)
2007 2936222 29513 23490 180 ~ §872 3512400 21074 16774 107 4193 . {1679
2008 3301858 33188 26415 169 6504 3425646 20554 16359 105 4080 2514y -
2009 3367905 33852 26943 172 8736 . 3340218 20041 - 15951 So102 3988 (2748)
2010 3435263 34520 27482 - 176 - 6BTH ] J709662 22258 177116 113 4429 . (2447
2011 3502068 35219 28032 178 © 7008 3624234 21745 - 17308 111 4327 ' {2681)
2012 3574048 35924 28592 183 - 148 3538806 21233 16900 _108 4228 {2023
- 2013 3645529 6642 29164 - 187 7291 2476815 20861 16604 106 4151 {3140}
2014 3718438 373715 29748 180 437 3414881 20489 16308 104 4077 ' {2360)
2615 3792808 3922 30342 194 7586 ‘ 3904453 23427 18646 119 4661 {2924)
2016 3868684 38485 20948 188 7131 3871278 23128 18487 118 4622 {3115)
2047 3948037 3oa62 31568 202 7882 ) 3838104 23029 18329 7 4582 (3310}
2018 4024988 40456 32204 208 BDS0 1838104 23029 18329 117 4582 : {3468}
2019 4105457 41265 32844 210 a2t 3838104 23029 18329 17 4582 (3629
2020 4187567 - 42000 33501 214 8375 4449414 26696 21248 136 £312 (3063)
2021 4271318 42032 T 219 8543 4448414 26696 21248 136 §312 (3231}
2022 4356744 43791 34854 223 873 44494 14 26696 21248 136 ' 5312 (3401)
2023 4443879 44666 35551 228 88848 4449414 26696 21248 136 5312 - {3576)
2024 4532757 45550 38262 232 9064 4449414 26696 21248 138 5312 . {3753)
2025 4623412 46471 36087 237 8247 51568081 30940 24633 158 G158 {3009)
2026 4715880 47400 72T 242 9432 5158091 30949 24633 156 G458 {3274}
2027 4810198 48348 28482 248 8620 5158091 30849 24633 188 6158 - {3462)
2078 5963540 50941 47708 305 - 11927 5158091 30949 24633 158 6158 (5769)
2029 6082811 61140 48662 32 ' 12166 ‘5168091 ~ 30549 24633 158 61868 . 6007y
2030 6204467 62362 49636.- ‘3t8 12409 5979641 35678 28556 183 7139 (5270)
2031 6328557 83610 ‘50628 324 12657 5979641 35878 28556 183 7139 {5518)

Paga 1



CSU, Chico Research Foundation
Caiifornia State University, Chico
Chiro, California 95529-0870
(530) 898-2044; FAX: (530) 898-6804

 April 14, 1999

Glenn County Board of Superv1sors
P.O. Box 391
Willows, CA 95988

Kristin Cooper-Carter
Environmental Resource Program
Office of Sponsored Programs
California State University, Chico
Chico, CA 95929-0870

Dear Supervisors Bungarz, Freeman, Hansen, Harris and Mudd,

A proposal titled, “Local Economic Impacts of Public Land Acquisitions in the
Sacramento River Conservation Area: A Case Study of Glenn County” will be
submitted on April 16, 1999 for consideration by the CALFED Bay-Delta

- Program’s Ecosystem Restoration Program and Strategic Plan in response to the
1999 Proposal Solicitation Package.

This proposal is for a comprehensive study of the economic impacts on Glenn
‘County that would result from completion of the Sacramento River Conservation
Area (SCRA) meander belt. The propdsed study will focus on costs.-and will
include the changes in property tax, special district revenues, agricultural output
and employment that would result from further land acquisitions and habitat
restoration.  The study will also assess the local and regional economic benefits of
the creation of the SRCA including recreational benefits, the value of enhanced
wildlife populations, increase local spending by anglers and other visitors, and the
water quality benefits of creating a buffer zone to absorb the runoff from
agricultural operations. :

An Executive Summary of this proposal will be forthcoming by the end of the
month.

If you have any questions about this proposal, please feel free to call my office at
(530) 898-5026. - :

Sincerely,

| KbLog ot

Kristin Cooper-Carter, Coordinator
* Environmental Resource Center

KCCAk



CSU, Chico Research Foundation
California State University, Chico
Chico, California 953259-0870

(530) 8§98-4044: FAX: (530) 898-6804

April 14, 1999

Glenn County Planning Department
John Benoit, Director

125 South Murdock Avenue
Willows, CA. 95988

Kristin Cooper-Carter, Director
Environmental Resource Program
Office of Sponsored Programs
California State University, Chico
Chico, CA 95929-G870

Dear Mr. Benoit,

A proposal titled, “Local Economic Impacts of Public Land Acqulsitlons in the

* Sacramento River Conservation Area: A Case Study of Glenn County” will be
submitted on April 16, 1999 for consideration by the CALFED Bay-Delta
Program’s Ecosystem Restoration Program and Strategic Plan in response to the
1999 Proposal Solicitation Package.

This proposal is for a comprehensive study of the economic impacts on Glenn
County that would result from completion of the Sacramento River Conservation
Area (SCRA) meander belt. The proposed study will focus on costs and will
include the changes in property tax, special district revenues, agricultural output
and employment that would result from further land achISIUOﬂS and habitat
restoration. The study will also assess the local and regional economic benefits of
the creation of the SRCA including recreational beneﬁts the value of enhanced
wildlife populations, increase local spending by anglers and other visitors, and the
water quality benefits of creating a buffer zone to absorb the runoff from
agricultural operations.

An Executive Summary of this proposal will be forthcoming by the end of the
month.

If you have any questions about this proposal please feel free to call my office at
(530) 898-5026.

Sincerely,

HBlonfochn

Kristin Cooper-Carter, Coordinator
Environmental Resource Center

KCC/k



 COUNTY OF GLENN
o ASSESSOR’S OFFICE :
COURT HOUSE COMPLEX
514 Wast Sycamare Street, 24 Floor
Willows, Califormia 95968
Willows Telephone (530) 934-6402

D FARMING Orland Telephon {530) 865-1184 | VINCET. MINTO, CRA.
'fv'\\;s"s"’:sz: J _n:‘;f o FAX: (530) 934-6571 . County Assessor
ere ris . .

April 7, 1999

Ms Kristin M. Cooper-Carter
Environmental Resource Program
Research Foundation
CSU, Chico, Kendall Room 111
Chico, CA 95929-0870
Dear Kristin;
Please add my support to the request for the Research Foundation at California
State University, Chico to do a study measuring the economic impacts of habitat

restoration along the Sacramento River in Glenn County.

~ This information once compiled will be essential in the solution to the long on- -
going debate over third party impacts. It will provide some facts in an area long
" dominated by theory and assumptions. Such a study will have statewide importance in a

variety of areas.

The Glenn County Assessors Office stands ready to assist in any way to help

promote and then complete this economic study.

| Sincerely,

ince T. Minto
Glenn County
Assessor/CIerk—Recorder

- VTM/tm



GLENN COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Glenn County Board of Equalization
. Air Pollution Control District

April 1, 1999

Ms. Kristin M. Cooper-Carter

Environmental Resource Program

Research Foundation '

Chico State University, Chico, Kendall Room 111
Ch1c0 CA 95929- 0870 ' '

Dear Kristin:

The Glenn County Board of Supervisors supports the request of the Research Foundation at
* California State University, Chico, to do a study measuring the economic impacts of the creation of
the Sacramento River Conservation Area (SRCA). :
For mahy years, Glenn County has been concerned about the effects of the impécts of past and
future land acquisitions-and habltat restoration on County services and the nnpacts in agricultural

output and employment.

- The study, as proposed would allow Glenn County and other effected counties to measure the
impact on these pr03ects and determine if and how mitigation might be mstltuted

- Asinthe pas_t studies, Gl'enn County stands ready to assist in this project.
Very Truly Yours,

GLENN COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

D. G. Bungarz, Chainfidn Y

cc:  Burt Bundy, Coordinator
Sacramento River Conservation Area

Board of Supervisors, Comrthouse 338 West Sycamore Smeet P. 5. Box 391 “Willows, CA 93988
(530) 934-6400- Fax (530) 934-6415 gcboard@glenncounty.net



Board of Supervzsors

~ COUNTY OF TEHAMA.-

District 1 - Barbara Mclver
District 2 - George Russell
District 3 - Charles Willard
District 4 - Ross Turner
District 5 - Bill Borror

Richard Robinson
Chief Administrator -

March 30, 1999

Ms. Kristin M. Cooper-Carter

. Environmental Resource Program -
Research Foundation
CSU, Chico, Kendall Room 111
Chico, CA 95929-0870 .

Re: Supporting Chico State University Research Foundation CALFED .Application
Dear Ms. Cooper-Cafter:

The Tehama County Board of Supervisors suppotts the request of the Research -
Foundation at California State University, Chico to do a study measuring the economic

impacts of the creation of the Sacramento River Conservation Area (SRCA).

Counties along the Sacramento River have supported the work to preserve and increase -
riparian habitat but have been concerned about the effects of the impacts of past and
future land acquisitions and habitat restoration on county services and the impacts in
agncultural output and employment. :

The study as proposed would allow affected counties to measure the nnpact on these
- projects and deterrmne if and how rmtlgatlon might be mstltuted

_ Very truly yours,
'QM 2/ cortren
" Ross M. Turner

Chairman.

C: "Denny Bungarz, Chair |
SB 1086 Advisory Council

Meetings 10:00 A.M. Tuesday of Each Week '
P.O. Box 250 » 633 Washington St., Red Bluff, CA 96080 « (530) 527- 4655 + FAX (530) 529-0980



- OMB Approval No. 0348-0043

APPLICATION FOR 2 DATEsURMTTED Applicant Identfier
FEDERAL ASSISTANCE
1. TYPE OF SUBMISSION 3. DATE RECEIVED BY STATE State Applicant identifier
Application Preapplication )
[J Construction [ construction 4, DATE RECEIVED BY FEDERAL AGENCY Federal identifier
X Non-Construction ] Non-Construction
5. APPLICANT INFORMATION
Legat Name:  The CGSU, Chico Research Foundation Crganizational Unit:
Address (give cily, county, state, and zip code): Name and telaphone number of person to be contacted on matters involving this
Kendall Hall. Room 111 o application {give arsa codsa)
endal Hall, Room Technical: David Galio: (530) 898-5232 _
CSU, Chico Budgetary: Kristin Cooper-Cartar: (530) 898-5026
Chico, CA 95929-0870 . Contractual; Virginia Stum; (530) 893-4044
6. EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATION NUMBER (EIN): : 7. TYPE OF APPLICANT: (enter appropriata letfer in box} 1]
lels| -l ol sl sle|ls| 1]s] A. State H. Independant School Dist.
B. County . State Controlied Institution of Higher Leaming
8. TYPE OF APPLICATION: C. Municipal J. Private University '
D. Township K. Indian Tribe
X New O Continuation [ Revision E. Interstate L. Individual
F. Intermunicipal M. Profit Organization
If Ravision, enter appropriate letter(s) in box{es): D [:l G. Special District N. Cther (Specify}
A, Increase Award B. Decrease Award C. Increase Duration -
D. Decrease Duration Other (specify): 9. NAME OF FEDERAL AGENCY:
CALFED
10. CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSISTANCE NUMBER: 11, DESCRIPTIVE TITLE OF APPLICANT'S PROJECT:
. Local Economic Impacts of Public Land Acquisitions in the Sacramento
River Congervation Area: A Case Study of Glenn County
TITLE: Local Economic Impacts of Public Land Acquisition
12. AREAS AFFEGTED BY PROJECGT (citfas, countigs, siates, efc,):
Glenn County
13. PROPOSED PROJECT: 14, CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS OF:
Start Date Ending Date a. Applicant : k. Project
October 1,1999 | March 30, 2001 2 : | 3
15. ESTIMATED FUNDING: ) 16. IS APPLICATION SUBJECT TO REVIEW BY STATE EXECUTIVE

ORDER 12372 PROCESS?

a. YES. THIS PREAPPLICATION/ARPPLICATION WAS MADE
b. Applicant $ 00 . AVAILABLE TO THESTATE EXECUTIVE ORDER 12372

a. Fedaral ' $ 63,029.00

PROCESS FOR REVIEW ON:

c. State ‘$ 00

. DATE

d. Local $ ) 00 )
b. NO, X PROGRAM IS NOT COVERED BY E.0, 12372
a. Other $ 00 [0 ORPROGRAM HAS NOT BEEN SELEGTED BY STATE
. . FOR REVIEW
f. Program Income : $ 00
) 17. IS THE APPLICANT DELINQUENT ON ANY FEDERAL DEBT?

g. TOTAL $ : £3,029.00 [ Yes If *Yes,” attach an explanation. X No

18. TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF, ALL DATA IN THIS APPLICATION/PREAPSLICATION ARE TRUE AND CORRECT. THE DOCUMENT HAS |
BEEN DULY AUTHORIZED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE APPLICANT AND THE APPLICANT WILL COMPLY WITH THE ATTACHED ASSURANCES IF THE
ASSISTANCE IS AWARDED. :
a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative b. Title ] ¢. Telephone number

5 Jeff Wright 2 . Director, Office of Sponsored Programs 530-898-5700

o Representati e. Date Signed

| 4//3/6??

tandard Form 4 i 2)
Prescribed by OMB far A-102

d. Signature of Authari

<y




Grant Program

Catalog of .Federal

_Estimated Unobligated Funds

.B-UDGET I-NFORM_AT-ION - Non-Construction Programs -

OMB Approval No. 0348-0044]

New or Revised Budget

Function Domestic Assistance . :

or Activlt_y Number Federal Non-Federal Federal Non-Federal Total

_ (a) (b')_ : {e) (d) (e} (f)‘ {g)
1. Data Collection N/A $ I ¥ $20,423 $ $20,423
2. Modei Refinement N/A $18,043 $18,043
3. Benetit Esimates N/A $8,744 $8,744
4. Projsct Management N/A $15,819 $15,819 |
5. TOTALS NIA $0 $63,029 $0 $63,029

7.  PROGRAM INCOME

$0

$0 |

$0

- . : GRANT PROGRAM, FUNCTION OR ACTMTY Total
6. OBJECT CLASS CATEGORIES (1) . Data Collection (2) Model Refinament {3) Benelit Estimates (4) Project Management (5)

a. Personnel ¥ $5,100 | $7,120 $5,560 $8,520 $26,320
b. Fringe Benefits $612 $854 $670 $1,022 $3,158
o Travel $159 $79 $0 $79 $317
d. Equipment $2,410 $0 $0 §0 $2,410
e. Suppiies’ - $0 $0 $150 $563 $713

- f. Contractual $10,000 $7,000 $0 $2,057 $19,057
g. Construction $0. so| $0 $0 $o |
h. Other $0 $0 $0 $0 . $0

i, Total Direct Charges {sum of 6a-6h) . $18,281 © $15,053 $6,400 $12,241 - $51,975
. Ingirect Charges $2,142 $2,990 | $2,344 $3,578 $11,054 |
k. TOTALS (;u_g of 8 and &). - $20,423 $18,043 - $8,744 $15,819 $63,020

$0

$0

Previcus Edition Usable

Authorized for Local Reproduction

Standard Form 424A (Rev, 4-92)
Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102.



_ __(a) Grant Pragram (o) Apphcant {c) State {d) Other sources () TOTALS
8. Data Collecion $0 $0 | $0 o sof
9. Model Refinement $0
|10, Benelit Estimates $0
11. Project Management 30
12. TOTAL.S {sum of tine§ 8 and 11) ' %0 $0 $0 $0

_Total for 1st Year " 1st Quarter 2nd Quarer 3rd Quarter 4th Quarter’
13, Federal $51,402 $18,234 $8,657 | $12,256 $12,255
14. NonFederal $0 -$0 $0 ' $0 $0.
115. TOTAL (sum of lines 13 and 14) $51,402 $18,234 ' $8,657 $12,256 $12,255

$51,975

$26,320 = Base {Salaries & Wages)

FUTURE FUNDING FERIODS (YEARS)
{2) Grant Program {b) First {c)Second {d) Third {e} Fourth
16. Data Colisction $0 $
17. Model Refinement - 0
18. Benelit Estimates $0
19, Project Management $11,627 ‘
_|20. TOTALS (sum of lines 16 - 19} $11,627 $0 $0 $0

'$11,054 Total Indirect (42% of SEW)

" Authorized for Local Reproduction -

Standard Form 424A {Rev. 4-92) Page 3



CSU, Chico Research Foundation
California State University, Chico

" Chico, California- 95929-0870

(530) 898-4044; FAX (530) 398-6804: o

Indirect costs are those costs that cannot by their nature be specified on a
project by project basis in the same way that line item direct costs can. :
“Generally, indirect costs are those that support project activities, as compared to
those that are directly related to specific project tasks. Universities establish an -
indirect cost rate with the Federal Government by followmg the appropriate-
provisions of OMB Circular A-21. This circular was officially modified and
reissued-on May 8, 1996, which, among other things, changed the term * md1rect
" costs” to “Facilities and Administrative (F&A) Costs.” The circular spells out

. two methods for determining such costs. We use the “Simplified Method” for

© institutions with less than $10 million in awards annually from the Federal

Government. Currently, we have two rates approved by our Health and

.Human Services Regzonal Office (Reglon IX) contacts: 42% of salaries and

- wages for on-campus projects and 18.5% of salaries and wages for off~campus o
projects. May Wong (415-556-1704) is our contact and canl pr0V1de you with

- . verification of our rate which her office approves after rev1ew1ng our financial -

statements

Typlcally indirect costs are mtended to generally cover costs such as facilities -
(including the space itself as well as utilities and janitorial services), general
administration, insurance, “infrastructure” (for.instance, availability of such -
resources as library holdings and other resources--e.g., access to electronic
databases, communication links, computing backbone, and the like), grant and
contract management services, cost of advancmg funds for prD]ECtS Whlch pay
in arrears and smular costs _ :



- U.S. Department of the interior

Certifications Regarding Debarment, Suspension and
Other Responsibility Matters, Drug-Free Workplace
Requirements and Lobbymg

Persdné signing this_forrh should refer to the regulations
refgreuced below for comglete instructions.

Certification 'Regarding Debarment, Suspension, and Other
Respongibility Matters - Primary Covered Transactions - The
- prospective primary participant further agrees by

submtifting this proposal that it will include the clause

titled, “Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension,
Ineligibility and Voluntary Exclusion - Lower Tier Covered
Transaction,”. provided by the department or agency
entering into .this covered transaction, without
modification, in zll lower tier covered transactions and in
all solicitations for lower tier covered transactions. See

Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, ineligibitity
and Voluntary Exclusion - Lower Tier Covered Transactions -
(See Appendix B of Subpart D of 43 CFR Part 12.) -

Certification Regarding Drug-Free Workplace Requirements -

‘Alternate 1. (Grantees Other Than Individuals} and Allernate -

ll. (Grantees Who are individuals)
Subpart D of 43 CFR Part 12)

- {See Appendix C of

Signature on this form provides for compliance . with
certification requirements under 43 CFR Parts 12 and 18. The
cerfifications shall be treated as a material representation. of
fact upon which refiance will be placed when the Department

of the interior determines to award the covered transactian;

below for language to be used; use this form for certification C :
grant, caoperative agreement o¢ loan,

and sign; or use Department of the Interior Form 1954 (Di-
1854). (See Appendix A of Subpart D of 43 CFR Part 12)

Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, and Other Responsibiiity Matters -
Primary Covered Transactions :

X

PART A:

. CHECK IF THIS CERWFICATION 1A FOR A PRIMARY COVERED TRANSACTION AND IS APPLICABLE.
'(1) The prospective primary participant cemﬁes to the best of its knowledge and belief, that it and its principals:

(a) Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, dedared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from
covered transactions by any Federal department or agency; :

(b)  Havenot within a three-year period preceding this proposal been convicted of or had a civil judgmen: rendered 2gainst. '

them for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or performing

a public (Federal, State or local) transaction or contract under a public transaction; violation of Federal or State
antitrust statutes or commission of embezzlernent, theft, forgery, bribery, falsification or destruction ot records making
false statements, or recelving stolen property;

(s Are not presently mcflcted for or otherwise criminally or civilly charged by @ governmental entity {Federal, State or
- local} with commission of any of the offenses enumerated in.paragraph (1)(b} of this certification; and

(d) Have not within a three-year period preced:ng this application/proposal had one or more public transactions {Federal
State or local) terminated for cause or default.

{2) Where the prospectwe primary pamctpant is unabfe to centify to any of the statements in this cenification. such prospectwa
participant shafl attach an’ explanation to this proposal.

PART B: Certlf'cation Regarding . Debarment Suspensmn lnellglbflity and Vcluntary Exclus1on -
Lower Tier Covered Transactions

CHECK __IF THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR A LOWER TIER COVERED TRANSACT!ON AND iS APPLICABLE.

( 1} The prospective lower tier participant c:ertxf‘ ies, by submission of this proposal, that ne:ther it nor its pnncapals is presently .
deparred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligibie, or voluntarily excluded from partnc:patxon in this
- transaction by any Federal department or agency. :

" (2) Wherethe prospectrve lower tier participant is unabie to cerify to any of the statementsin thlS certification, such prospectwe.',
pamcipant shail gitach an explanatron to this proposal.

DR2018

.March 1995

(TVis fovet cwmcalidates DH1452, DI.175.
D1 1355, DL19%€@ and B 19631



PART ¢: Certification Regarding Drug-Free Wc;rkplace Requirements

CHECKE _I# THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR AN APPLICANT WHO (S NOT AN INDIVIDUAL.

Alternate |. {Grantees Other Than Individuals)

A. The grantee certifies that it wilt or continue to provide a drug-free workplace by’

(a)

®)

1<)

(d)

(e)

(f

@

Publishing a statement notifying employees that the unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensing, possession, oruse
of a controlied substance is prohibited in the grantee's workplace and specilying the actions that wili be taken against -
employees for violation of such prohibition; ‘

+

Establishing an ongoing drug-free awareness program to inform employees about-

(1} The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace; _

{2) The grantee’s policy of maintaining a drug-free workptace;

(3} Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and employee assistance programs; and :
(4) The penaliies that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse violations occurring in the workplace;

Making it a regquirement that each employee to be engaged in the performance of the grant be given & copy of the
statement required by paragraph (a);

Notifying the empioyee in the statement required by paragraph (a) that, as a condition of employment under the grant,

the employse will -
(1) Abide by the terms of the statement; and
{(2) Notify the employer in writing of his or her conviction for a violation of a criminal drug statute occurring in the

‘workpiace no later than five calendar days after such conviction:

Notifying the agency in writing, within ten calendar days after receiving notice under subparagraph {d)(2) from an
employee of otherwise receiving actual notice of such conviction. Empioyers of convicied ermployees must provide
notice, including position title, to every grant dfficer on whose grant activity ihe convicted employee was working,
unless the Federal agency has designated a central point for the receipt of such notices. Notice shall include the
identification numbers(s) of each afiected grant; '

Taking one of the following actions, within 30 catendar days of receiving notice under subparagraph (d)(2), with

respect to any employee who is st convicted ~ : ‘
(1) Taking app¥epriate personnel action against such an employee, up to and including termination, consistent with

the requirements of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended; or
(2) Requiring such employee to pariicipate satisfactorily in a drug abuse assistance or rehabilitation program

approved for such purposes by & Federal, State, or local health, law enforcement, or other aporopriate agency,

Making a good faith effort to continue to maintain a drug-free workplace through implementation of paragraphs (8)

(b, (<), (d)., (e) and (f).

B. The grantee may insert in the space provided below the site(s for the herformance of wark done in connection with the
specific grant: .

Place of Perforrmance {Street address, city, county, state, zip code}

Glenn County

Check___if there are workplaces on file that are not identified here.

PART D: Certification Regarding Drug-Free Workplace Requirements

CHECK___{F THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR AN APPLICANT WHO I8 AN INDIVIDUAL.

K

 Alternate U, (Grantees Who Are individuais)

(a)

()]

T_T'le'gra'ntee f:ertiﬁes that, as a condition of the grant, he or she will nol engage in the uniawful manufacture,
distribution, dispensing, possession, or use of a controlled substance in conducting any activity with the grant;

1f convicted_ of a criminal drug offense resulting from a viciation occurring during the conduct of any grant activity, he
ar she will report the conviction, in writing, ‘within 10 calendar days of the conviction, 1o the grant officer or other
designee, uniess the Federai agency designates a central point for the receipt of such notices. When notice is made
to such a central point, it shall include the identification number(s) of each affected grant,



PART E: Certlf' cation Regarding Lobbying

Certification for Contracts Grants, Loans, and Cooperatrve Agreements

(H
2)

(3)

CHECK !F CERTIFICATION IS FOR THE AWARD OF ANY OF THE FOLLOWING AND
THE AMOUNT EXCEEDS $100,000: A FEDERAL GRANT OR COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT:
SUBCONTRACT, OR SUBGRANT UNDER THE GRANT OR COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT.

GHECK__IF CERTIFICATION IS FOR THE AWARD OF A FEDERAL
LOAN EXTEEDING THE AMOUNT OF $150,060, OR A SUBGRANT OR
SUBCONTRACT EXCEEDING $760,000, UNDER THE LOAN.

The undersagned certifies, to the best of his or her knowledge and-belief, that:

No Fedaral appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the underSIgned to any person for -
influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of an agency, a Member of Congress, and afficer or employes
of Congress, or an employee of a Mernber of Congress in connaction with the awarding of any Federal contract, the making
of any Federal grant, the making of any Federal loan, the entering into of any cooperative agreement, and the extension,
continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of any Federal contract, grant, lcan, or cooperative agreement,

If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be naid to any person for influencing or attempting
to infiuence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or empioyee of Congress, or an
employee of a Member of Congress in connection with this Federal contract, grant, lean, or cooperative agreement, the
undersigned shall cornplete and submit Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying,” in accordance with its
instructions. - : o

The undersigned shall require that the language of this cerlification be included in the award documents for all suhawards
at 2ll tiers (including subcontracts, subgrants, and contracts under grants, loans, and cocparative agreements) and thal zl!
subrecrp;ents shall centify accordingly. .

This certification is a material representatten of fact upon which reliance was placed when this transaction was made or entered -
into. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite for making or eniering into this transaction imposed by Section 1352, title -
31. U.8, Code. Any person who fails to file the required certification shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000
and not more than $100.00Q for each such failure. :

As the authorize_d centifying official, | hereby cerﬁfy’ltha: the above specified certificatiops are true.

SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED CERTIFYING OFFICIAL

TYPED NAME AND TITLE

A

Jeff Wright, Director; Office of Spdngored Programs

4~12--99

DATE




. : OMB Approval No. 0348-0040
ASSURANCES - NON-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

‘ublic reporting' burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 15 minutes per response, including time for reviewing
1structions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of!
formation. Send comiments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for

educing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction Project (0348-0040), Washington, DC 20503,

LEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET.
SEND IT TO THE ADDRESS F’ROV!DED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

NOTE: Certain of these assurances may not be applicable to your project or program. If you have questions, please contact the
awarding agency. Further, certain Federal awarding agencies may reguire applicants to certify to additional assurances. if such

s the duly authorized representative of the applicant, | cenify that the appiicant:

is the case, you will be nofified.

1. Has the legal authority to apply for Federal assistance Act of 1973, as amended (29 U.S.C. §794), which
and the institutional, managerial and financial capability prohibits discrimination on the basis of handicaps; (d)
{including funds sufficient to pay the non-Federal share the Age Discrimination Act of 1875, as amended (42
of project cost) to ensure proper planning, management U.5.C. §§6101-61Q07), which prohibits discrimination
and completion of the project described in this on the basis of age; (¢) the Drug Abuse Office and
appiication. Treatment Act of 1972 (P.L. 92-255), as amended,

refating to nondiscrimination on the basis of drug

2. Will give the awarding agency, the Comptrolier General abuse; (f) the Comprehensive Alcchol Abuse and
of the United States and, if appropriate, the State, Alcoholism Prevention, Treatment and Rehabilitation
through any authorized representative, access tc and Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-616), as amended, relating to
the right to examine &ail records, books, papers, or nondiscrimination con the basis of alcohol abuse or
documents related to the award; and will establish a alcoholism: (g) §§523 and 527 of the Public Health
proper accounting system in accordance with generally Service Act of 1812 (42 U.5.C. §§290 dd-3 and 280 ee
accepted accounting standards or agency directives. 3), as amended, relating to confidentiality of alcohol

and drug abuse patient records; (h) Title VIil of the

3. Will estabiish safeguards to prohibit employees from Civil Rights Act of 1868 (42 U.3.C. §83601 et seq.), as
using their positions for a purpose thai constituies or amended, relating to nondiscrimination in the sale,
presents the appearance of personal or organizational rental or financing of housing; (i) any other
conflict of interest, or personal gain. nondiscrimination provisions in the specific statute(s)

under which application for Federal assistance is being

4. Will initiate and complete the work within the applicable made; and, () the requirements of any other
time frame after receipt of approval of the awarding nondiscrimination statute(s) which may apply to the
agency. appiication.

5.  Wiil comply with the Intergovernmental Personnel Act of Will comply, or has already compilied, with the
1970 (42 U.S.C. §84728-4763) relating to prescribed requirements of Titles It and Il of the Uniform
standards for merit systems for programs funded under Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acguisition
cne of the 19 statules or reguiations specified in Policies Act of 1970 {P.L. 91-848) which provide for
Appendix A of OPM's Standards for a Merit Systern of fair and equitable treatment of persons displaced or
Pergonnel Administration (5 C.F.R. 900, Subpart F). whose property is acquired as a result of Federal or

federally-assisted programs. These requirements apply
€. Wil comply with all Federal statutes relating to to all interests in real property. acquired for project

nondiscrimination. These include but are nct limited to:
{a) Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. 88-352)
which prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color
or national origin; (b} Title IX of the Education
Amendments of 1972, as amended (206 1).5.C. §§1681-
1683, and 1685-16886), which prohibits discrimination on
the basis of sex; (c} Section 504 of the Rehabilitation

avious Edition Usable

Authorized for Local Reproduction

purposes regardless of Federal participation in
purchases.

Will comply, as appiicable, with provisions of the
Hatch Act (5 U.S.C. §§1501-1508 and 7324-7328)
which limit the political activities of employees whose
principal employment activities are funded in whole or
in part with Federal funds.

Standard Form 4248 (Rev. 7-9T)

Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102




4.9-

Q.

333}, .

Will comply, as apphcable. with the provnsmns of the Davis-
Bacon Act (40 U.8.C. §§27’Ba to 278a-7), the Copeland Act

" {40°U.S.C. §276c an_d 18 U,5,C. §874), and the Contract

‘Work. Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 U.3.C. §§327-
regarding labor standards - for federally—assxsted .
: cons:rucuon subagreemems

Wil -comp_iy_-, '|f applp_ca'bie, \_mt’h ﬂd'od insurance puréh_ase

. requiremenits : of Section 102(a) of thé Flood Disaster

Protection Act of 1973 (P.L. 93-234) which requires
recipients in a special flood hazard area to participate in the
program and 10 purchase flood insurdnce if the tatal cost of

L msurabie construcnen and acquismon is $10 000 or more..

'Wlli compiy w:th environmental standards ‘which may be
-prescnbed pursuant to the fonowrhg (a} institution of.
—environmental quality contral measures. under the Nanonal
. Environmental Pdiicy - Agt of 1968 (P.L. 281-1580) and
“Executive Order (EO) 11514; (b) notification of violating
~ facilities pursuant to EQ 11738; (¢} protection of wetlands
pursuant-to EO 11990; (d) evaluation of flood hazards in

fleodplains in accordance with EQ 11$88; (&) assurance of

© project consistency with the approved State management

program . developed under the Coastal Zone Management

Act of 1872 (16 U.S.C. §§1451 et seq.); (f) conformity of
‘Federal actions to State (Clean Air) Implementation Plans
‘under Section 176{c) of thé Clean Air Act of 1955, as

amended (42 U.S.C. §57407 et seq.): () protection of
underground soufces. ¢f drinking .water under the Safe

« Drinking”Water Act of 1974, as amended (P.L. $3-523):

and, () protection “of endangered species under the
Endangered Spec1es Act o 1973 as amended (P.L. 93-

_ 205]

12:

13.

14,

15.

186.

17.

18.

Will comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of
1968 (16 U.5.C. §§1271 et seq.) related to -protecting
components or potential components of the natlonal '
wild and seenic nvers system. .

Wil assist the awarding agency in assuring ¢ompiiance
with Section 106 of the National Mistcric Preservation’
Act of 1968, as amended (16 U.S.0. §470), EO 11583
{identification and protection of historic properties), and
the Archaeclogical and Historic Preservation Act of _
1874 (18 U.8.C. §§465a-1 et seq. )

Will comply with P.L. 93-348 regarding the protection of

human subjects involved in research, development and
related activities supported by this award of ass:stance

Will comply with the Laboratdry Animal Wetfar_e A_ct of :
1986 (P.L. 89-544, as amended, 7 U.S.C. §§2131 -t
seq.) pentaining to the care, handling, and treatment of -
warm blooded animals held for researchi, téaching, or
other activities supponted by this award of assistance.

Wil comply with the Lead-Baséd Paint. Poisening
Prevention Act {42 U.S.C. §§4801 et seq:) which
prohibits the usé ¢f lead-based paint in construction or
renabilitation of residence structures. '

Will cause to bé performed the required financial and
compliance audits in accordance with the Single Audit
Act Amendrments of 1998 and OMB Circular No. A+133,
"Audits of States, Local Governments, and Non-Protit
Organizations.”

Will comply with ali applicable requirerments of all other
Federal laws, exacutive orders, regulatlons and po|1c1es .
governing this program. '

FGNATUHE_ OF_AUTHORJZE GERTIFY!NG'O

WGIAL

| Jeff erght

TITLE

Director, Office of Sponsored Programs -

’PLJCANTOHGAN!ZATION J —F
. Th_g CSU, ‘CthD Research‘ 'F{:un:dat'ion

DATE SUBMITTED
4~16-99

Star dard Farm 4248 {Rev, 7-97) Back



	Ecosystem Restoration Proposals
	List of Proposals Received
	99-A100 Recon, reconfig & relocation of DFG fish screen on the Cordua Irrig Dist & Hallwood Irrig Co div.
	99-A101 Sacramento River Small Diversion Fish Screen Mech. Monitoring & Maint. Project
	99-A102 Wildcat Creek Floodplain, Channel and Fisheries Restoration
	99-A103 Biological Evaluation of Suisun Marsh Diversions
	99-A104 RD 2035 Sac River Positive Barrier Fish Screen Design & Environ. Review
	99-A105 Fish Passage Improvement Project at the Red Bluff Diversion Dam
	99-A106 Banta-Carbona Irrig. District Positive Barrier Fish Screen
	99-A107 Battle Creek Salmon & Steelhead Restoration Program
	99-A108 Lower Mokelumne River Restoration Program
	99-A109 Fish Treadmill Developed Fish Screen Criteria for Native Sacramento-San Joaquin Watershed Fishes 
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